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- wor titles of nobility, no one could for a moment doubt

° pliment for which I must return him my thaoks. 1 should
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LIEUTENANT GENERAL OF THE ARMY,

TrurepAY, DECEMBER 22, 18563,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Wheole, resumed
the consideration of the joint resclution to confer ‘the
title of Lieutenant Genersl by brevet for eminent ser-
wices. It proposes to revive the grade of L;euu:uaqt
General by trevet in the army, in order that the Presi-
dent and Senate may acknowledge eminent services in
the last war with Mexico by the oonferring of that title

brevet, with s proviso that when it sball have been
:ﬂod and becume yagant it shall not again be conferred.

Mr. ADAMS. A similar: proposition was before the
Senate at the last session of Congress, having reference
by nasme to & distinguished general who hns l:endmud ser-
wvice to his country, Gen. Scott. 1 opposed it then upon |

inciple. 1 was then, as 1 am now, of opinion that that
Etingmhed individual, baving received & vote of thanks
from the representatives of the people in both branches
of Congress, had conferred upon him the highest com.

liment that conld be legitimately bestowed upon him,
reomnmd fully in the propriety of that vote of thunke;
but to create « title in this republican Government sim-
ply for the purpose of distinction is, in my humble opin-
ion, wrong, and is setting a bad precedent. 1f we want
to give bim o title let us give hum sn old avd familiar
one, as duke or lord,  If you wish to dpe foreign Powers,
them ; follow them in language and in terms. 1 see
no necessity for creating ndditional rank, beesuse I think
that 25 much honor as nuy military wan or eivilian ought
to desire can be received in the positions already provid-
ed for by law. 1f there be a necessity for this office, pro-
vide for it by law; but a mere title to be created by the
American Congress to he conferred upon sn individual,
in my humble judgment, bestows no honor upon him, nor
does it benefit the institutions of the country. These,
sir, are my objeetions to the jointresolution. I shall ask
for the yeas and nays upon its passage.

Mr. WALKER. = Mr. President, 1 feel very much as
the Senator from Mississippi does. 1 bave some aver-
sion to making any opposition to the passage of this re.
solution, and particularly upon the ground that I do feel
opposition o 1t; for [ know that the ground of objeetion
to it, in my own mind, is one that does not obtain in t_!;u
estimation of the honorable Senator who introduced it,
(Mr. Bn::u:.) 1 know that no ome is prompted by a
more patriotic feeling, by a strouger devotion to the con--
stitution than that honorable Senutor

My objection, sir, to the proposition mow before the
Benate is that it is o violation of the spirit of the Con-
stitution. |Buppose that at the time the Constitution was
adopted the title proposed to be conferred in this case
had been dnly known to exist under monarchicel Govern-
ments in Europe, would any one hesitate for s moment to
say that this proposition would embrace a case which was
intended to be prohibited by the Constitution  The titles
of nobility in Europe were at the time of the aduption of the
Coustitution known to those who framed that instrument.
We now recognise certaiu titles existing there as known
gitles of pobility. This is not among them. Dut what
was the meaning of the Constitution® 1 takeitto be
gimply this: a prohibition to confer any style or title
which should be unconnected with the performance of
duty—any style or title which might be deepwd a mere

orary or complimentary mark of distinetion. If we
would substityte in this instance one of the known styles

that it would be an infringement of the Constitution,

ter power in the army. By *form,” orby * shadow,”

mean mere title, a mere bauble, whigh I would be
of no use to Gen. Seott,

Mr. SHIELDS, The honorable Senator takes n very
practical view of this matter. He looks upon the money
as the substantial thing, sod upon the title as the * bau-
ble ;" but soldiers sometimes, without any reference to
money or pecuniary adventages, like to earn and receive
such baubles. 1 am happy to say that this substsntial
interest is not as highly prized the army as it is in
some civil branches.

Mr. PETTIT. 1t is now-a-days considered necessary to
have sorue regard to filthy loere. [Laughter.]

My. SHIELDS. But, sir, a8 I remarked hefore, my
hope is that Gen. Beott will, for the few short years heis
to remain among us, receive some additional compensa-
tion, 1 think he desetves it, and ought to have it.

Mr. PETTIT. Is there any higher command which he
can have to entitle him to it

Mr. BHIELDS. No, sir; there is mo bigher command.
That is very true. He cannot have a higher command
than that of being the commanding gencra!\ of the nrmy,
next to the President, who is the commander-in-chief. |
repeat that' T not only wish to see the title conferred upon
him, but I expect that sdditional pay will also be granted.

Mr. WALKER Mr. President, the Senutor from -
nois is not doubtless aware that he hus, in the course of
his remarks, given perhaps the best justification for my
objection which he could have given. e says that Gen.
Scott is the only officer who fought in the Mexican war
who lias not received any honorary, sy titular reward. |
Why, let him advert to the constitution for an instaunt,
let any Senator do it, and find, if he ean, (and if he find
it let him point it out to me or to the Senate,) where
there is any anthority for titular reward in that instra-
ment. Upon the contrary, there is the most express pro-
hibition in spirit of soy thing of the kind. The Senator
himself did obtain o brevet for his services, and no one
deserved it more meritoriously than that Senator.

Mr. SHIELDS. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit
me to #sk him whether he does not recoguise o distine-
tion—a broad, clear, and marked distinction—between
military titles and titles of nobility * |

Mr, WALKER. I do mot, when the style of titleis
conferred unassociated with the performauce of tllu!y. but
a3 6 mere mark of distinetion above snd pre-eminent to
his associates. The Scnutor has likened this ense to the
onlinary case of brevets. It is useless to speak as to the
policy, the propriety, or the constitutionality of the bre-
vet system, for it has been established by precedent; but
1 think that if it were now to arise for the first time, it
might well be the subject of very serious consideration.
I know of many who have been breveted since 1 have had
the honor of & seatupon this floor, It gave me pleasure,
I must say, so far as my knowledge of the individuals was
concerned, to see those brevets bestowed. In no case was
I more pleased than in the cage of the honorable Senator
who introduced this resolution. I know of none who bet-
ter deserved o brevet Dut, as to the onnslilutiunul
question, I say, if it were now an original one, it might
well be the subject of more serious contemplation.

The Senator said that, if this be a viclation of the Con-
stitution, it had been violated ever since its formation,
e asks what is the difference between conferring the
brevet title of captain and that of general! I eaid in my
first remarks that when an individual is set aside for the
performance of duty, he is from necessity to receive some
| designation, but it is always associated with duty. When
we speak of & eaptain, we speak of one who has command
of a company, and whose duty it is to command it. When
we spenk of o colonel, it is of one who has command of a
regiment, and whose duty it is to command that regi-
meut. When we speak of o general, we speak of him as

If you can confer this title of distinction, pray let me

ask you why can yon not substitute some other name for | it, The Senator has adwitted that o major general is the

that of lieutenant general? BSuppose that in the case
of the distinguished individual to whom, more than any

other, this resolution is designed to refer, we should, in- | tenant general, with what service to the country, cither

stead of saying lieutenant general, propose to confer the |
title of Duke of New Jersey, would any one then doubt |
for an instant that it was an infringement not only of the J
spirit but of the very letter of the Constitution? It
seems to me that no one eould doybt it.

Now, sir, this title of distinction, of pre-eminence, or,
if you please, baving reference to the spirit of the Con-
stitution, this title of nobility, is not designed to be con-
nected with the performance of any duty. Ours was de-
signed to be s plain Government. When an individual
was called upon to perform public service, to designate
his character an official name was permitted by the Con-
stitution to be given to the charucter of his employment. |
But, as I view it, the Constitation was intended to pro-
hibit the bestowal of any style, name, or mark of dis.
tinction unconnected with the absolute performance of |
duty to the public. I may be wrong, or I may be right ;
but, while it is the Constitution, ] am unwilling to go

around the bush to touch the sanctity even of its spirit, | lant general spoken of by the honorable Senator from I1-

for I know not what 1 em about to do.

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, I do not think it ne-
cessary to waste much time in attempting to reply to the
b able Senator from Wi i He paid me a com- |

oertainly regret very much knowingly to bring in any
resolation which would violate the Constitution, either in |
letter or in spirit. Bat, sir, if this resolution violatesthe |
Constitution, it has been violated since its formation Ly

every.title that has been conferred upon an officer of the | performance of duty. It will then he seriously thought | vote of thanks which has been bestowed upon him; and
army—by the conferring of the title of captain as much | whether we cannot do something more for that great one | who could desire more! Yetit is aske
as the title of general. What is the difference in’princi- | than for those who preceded him.

ple between conferring a brevet for a Heutenant generaley

and a brevet for a captainey or & major generaley, or any i' that | shall never see the time when there will be u ne-

other rauk iu the army !

The title of generul, the highest title, which in some |
countries is called genernlissimo, was conferred on Gen. |
Washingtou. He commanded the army in the revolu- |
tionary war by that title. It is the highest title in a wili-
tary sense that can be conferred upon  man, Napoleon, |
§t is troe, created the title of marshal, but it was very |
much the same. Afterwards the title of lieutenant gene- |
ral was conferred upon Washington, by mistake, at o time |
when it was believed we were about to get into a war
with France. ile was then recalled from his retiracy,
and was about to be placed atthe head of the army by
the title of lieutenant general; but it was found that, in- |
stead of giving & bigher title than he had possessed in the |
revolutionary war, they had made s mistake. They were |

degrading bim, and the title of lieutenant general was | tution and its powers as strictly ds

mever actually upon him, but he received his
old title of general. But this title wascreated at that time

Congress, and the object of this resolution is merely to
revive it in & brevet shape, as in the ease of 8 captain, o
colonel, a brigadier general, & major general.

I have before stated, and it is scarcely worth while to |

repeat it, that of all the officers who served in the Mexi.
can war the only one who derives no benefit, no pro-
fit, no technieal honor from his services is Gen. Scott.
Why, sir, humble as | sm, 1 had the honor of receiving a
brevet, and others had the honor of receiving two, and
some even three brevets; lieutenants, captains, and
colonels received brevets for almost every act of gallant
service ; and yet, sir, the man who, st the hud. of that
army, conducted it not only with success, but with such
success as will be hard to repest again, from Vera Cruz
‘to the city of Mexico, has received neither additiona! pay
nor additional honor, except such as the country volun-
tarily bestowed upon him for his glorious service. What
is the object of this resolution? Merely to do him that
*ustice which has been done to the whole army that serv-
ed under him. And how long will thislast? Gen. Scott
is an old man. He is fur ndvanced in life; and I am sorry
to say that there will soon be very few of these men upon
whom you ean confer brevets or any thing eclse. They
are falling around you every day. Men younger than he,
who participated in that war, have fallen; but few of
them are left. You will not be troubled with them long.
Those who did not fall by the sword brought home disense

which is sweeping them off almost by myriads every year. | ral example which be set to the world in the conduct of an

I regretted to see the opposition which a similar reso-
lution met with at the Inst session, not in this body, [ am
happy to say, but in the other House, If there is to be
any opposition to arise to it, | should prefer that it would
come from some of our friends on this (the Whig) side of
the chamber. | think the successful should aiways be
generous and magnanimons. If there is any principle
that I value most highly in democracy it is that I be'iove
it is generous and liberal towards its opponen's ; foreven
liberty witheout libernlity is sometimes rather harsh,

I shall not waste the time of the Senate by saying any
more upon this subject. I think the homorable Senator
from Wisconsin, for whose opinion 1 have a high respect,
has made » mistake in supposing that this resolution can

by any possibility be construed or tortured into a viols-
tien of the Constitution. If it be, then we have been
violating the constitution ever since it was framed.

Mr. PETTIT. Before the Senator sits down I wish to

him & question. Will this remk confer greater emolu-
menls or greater puy on Gen. Scott?

Mr._NIlIE:.l:‘:!. 1 am free to soy that it is my intention
and wish that it showld,

Mr. PETTIT.  That would be an inducement for me to
vole forit. But I wish to nsk o further question.

Mr. BHIELDS. 1| wi reply to this first. That is a
matter "ll”“fi"' diseretion of the Presidont of the Uni-
ted States. No brevet confers pay of itself, It is merel
intended s n Ligh honorary military compliment for gal-
lant services. But if the Presidont of the United States
assigns & man 1 & command proportioned to his breyet
nl;k‘. then :’hee:‘:m”h'lé" PAY acearding to that mnk,
and in no o 8¢ ; 50 that it will depend upo —y
sident of the United States. P S ey

Mr. PETTIT. I wish to ask the Sonptar whethier there
in suy bigher command than Gen. Saott now has te
he can be assigned !  Is there a subistancs in
& mere bauble? Is it & name, or 4
bauble ?

Mr, SHIELDS. 1 donot know what the honoratile 0.
nator means by **substance.”

Mr. PETTIT.
mouey, cominand ; an inerease, & grester command, o

o which
this, or is it
substance, or a

I menn by ** substanoce ' additiona? pay, |

associated with his milit. ; duty, and the performance-of

highest military station that we have for the performance
of military duty. Now, when we come to speak of a lien-

civil or military, do we associate the title! Whenever
we divest it of any aesocintion whatever with the per-
formance of duty, do we not at once perceive something
counter to the spirit of the Constitution, something that
is merely ideal, something that is mere style, mere title,
and intended to elevate an individual as a marked point
of pre.eminence sbove the rest of his fellow-citizens,
without imposing upon him any duty ! It seems to me
to be so. ,

I am, however, perfectly aware that opposition to the
passage of this reselution is hopeless. | believe it will

Mr. PETTIT. I do not know but that the questions
which I nsked the Begator from Illinois, and the motives
which induced me to ask them, have been misunderstood.
I simply desired to know whether the brevet rank which
it is proposed to confer would give any additional com-
mcf to Gen. Seott, and whether it would carry with it
auy ndditional poy! I have been revolving the matter
in my mind us to whether these things would take place
ornot. 1 cannot say that I am very well informed about
the organization of our army; but it seems to me that as
to the first proposition there ean be no highar command
under the nsidemn;{md Etllun Gen. Soott no:mllnu,
in time of oe . He is next in comm o
the Preiide‘;?; the PMMLM being the constitutional
commander of the army. As to the increase of pay, if we
have any existing law providing that a brevet officer shall
have s higher g&y than one who is not breveted, then this
may inerease Gen. Soott's &? The ides that I intended
to convey by the question that T asked was, that if eould
lenrn that there was s necessity of inoreasiog the command —
giving a greater command than Gen. Scott now has—and
thatit would directly or indirectly inerease iz puy, it would
be an inducement for me to vote for the joint rouqlulinn,
believing, as I do, that neither the army nor the civil list
of the United States is more than half paid. 1 would,
however, rather make it direetly; and I said to the Sen-
ator from Illinois that I would vote for s proposition di-
rectly to increase Gen, Boott’s pay; snd 1 do not know
but that [ am prepared now, even in his lifetime, to fhx,
in anticipstion, n pension upon his widow and his _nInI.-
dren; but that may be talked of hereafter. There is no
man who eptertains a higher estimation of the talents snd
military services of Gen. Scott than I do; none under-
standing them better than I do; nor would I do sny
thing to enst u blight or gloom over the declining years
of that gallant officer. If he be desirous of receiving o
bauble or an additional feather in his cap, I do not know
that I could find it in my heart to refuse it; but I would
much rather know that it conferred uuhstwgiul. lasting,
and tangible beuefit upon him, to sootbe his declining
years and benefit his family. 1f, therefore, it follows that
thereis thatlasting, tangible, nnd substuntisl benefit follow-
ing the conferring of this title, I should be much readier
to vote for it. .

Mr. ADAMS. Ido not wish to be understood as op-
posing any proposition which is intended to confer honor
upon Gen. Scott, or reward him for the distingnished ser-
vices which he has rendered to his country; but, not-
withstanding what has been said in fuvor of the joint re-
solution whieh is before us, I am yet at a loss to sce how
u joint resolution, creating a new title, a higher mll.ihry
title than can now exist by law, will confer any addition-
al honor upon him over and above the vote of thanks
which has already passed the two IHouses of Congress.
If the object be to pay him an additional compensation
for his services, let it come up as & direct proposition.
If he has not been sufficiently paid, the country is ready
to pay him ; but do not let us de it indireotly.

t is said, however, by the distinguished Sengtor from
Nlinois (Mr. Suierns) that brevet appeintments have been
conferred upon various individuals from the commence.-
meut of the Government to the present time. That is
true, sir; individuals having o particular rank in the
army have, by o vote of Congress, been complimented
with a rank above their sctual command, and received
pay accordingly. But I helieve there is no solitary in-
stance of ¢reating a title or an office simply to bestow it
a8 a compliment. It is where the office has existed that
the individual has been complimented with the title of a
higher grade than bis command. The proposition in the
case of Gen. Washingten was to confer upon him a com-
mand which, it was supposed at the time, his title wonld
confer, and not as a compliment. The Father of his
Country never had to receiye it as a compliment. In the
case where Mr. Polk asked the creation of a lieutenant
general it was not intended as s compliment. The con-
dition of things, which Senators will recollect, and which
caused o confliet between this distinguished individual
and the late President of the United States with regard
to their separate commands, plated the then President
in an awkward and unpleasant condition in relation to
their difference. And, in order that thers might be a
command above what the law then authorized, he asked
thut the office of lieutenant general might be created in
the army. Congress refused to sgree to the proposition ;
and I believe there is no solitary instance in the history
of this country of an office being created expressly to
bestow a compliment. . .

Mr. SHIELDS. Will the honorable Senator permit me

be passed by the Senute by a large majority: DBut, sir, 1
have reflected upon the subject. I believe I said nothing
in regard to it at the last ses«ion, but [ thought of it then;
I have thought of it since, and I am most seriously of the
impression that it is u viclation of the spirit of the Con.
stitution.

Suppose, sir, that some one shall outstrip even the gal-

linpis. Suppose that when this country shall be in more
imminent peril than it has been ; when the combined na-

to say that this is not the creation of an office, but the
reviving of one that has been created! But the princi-
ple may be the same in both cases. IHHowever, it is re-
viving the office in the shape of a brevet instead of a
command.

Mr. ADAMS. I understand that, sir; [ understand
that it is ealled & revival ; yet it is the creation of an office
to confer bonor on sn individual, when that individual
has received.and occupies the highest position in the army
known to the laws of the land. %l is snid that every other

tions with their combined armies shall be coming against
us, and shall be about to hurl us from the high pre-emin-
ence which we now enjoy, there shall step forward some
one who ean clothe himself with even more glory than
Washington or Scott; what shall we do for him ¥+ Ah,
sir, there will then be a serious reflection whether the |
bestownl of this title was not the fatal step beyond lhe|

It isin this light, in
this point of view, that I cannot favor this step. 1 hope

cessity for ealling upon any one to perform for us greater
services than have beretofore been pérformed ; but if he
ever shall arise, what then shall we do for him ? The title
of lisutenant general will have been bestowed, nnd some
greater mark of distinetion will have to be bestowed up-
on bim. What shall it be ?

Mr. MASON. 1did not intend, Mr. President, to take
any part in this debate, although, perlaps, it might have
been cxpected, representing as 1 do the State which hud
the honor to give birth to the gallant eaptain upen whom
it is proposed to confer this mark of distingtion, but that
a suggestion has been made by the Senator who hus just
taken his seat, that there was something in conflict with
the Constitution in confering this brevet rank. Sir, [
think I have been in the habit of construing the Consti- |
most Senators on this
[ floor ; but it never occurred te me, nor has it ocourred to

those who have heretofore conferred brevet rank—Tfor if
| the objection apylies to the grade of lieutenant gencral
| it applies as well to the subordinate grades—that when
| you increase military rank by s military name you there-
by create a title of any sort ; for it is ut last but creating o
| new military rank by a military name.

The prohibition in the Constitution I apprehend is per-
| fectly intelligible. It is confined to an order and a class
| known as well to the common law of the world as any
| other elass or order. When yon spenk of the mobility
| upon the continent of Europe, or in England, that sepa-
| rates a cluss just ns effectually as the sexes are separat-
ed. The prohibition in the Constitution is against grant
ing o title creating such n class or such a distinetion of
nobility. 1 do not see, although | am satisfied that the
honorable Senator from Wisconsin is sincere, that there is
really nny thing substantial in the constitutional objection
which he has raised.

Sir, I did not intend to ny thing, 1 could say no-
thing that would add, cith the ppinion of the country,
| or of the world, one cubit to the gallant stature which
this distinguished man achieved in the Mexionn war, 1If
I were to say he has shed luster upon our arms and re-
nown upon our country, I should but re-echo what has
been said not only here, but abroad; but there is one fea-
ture which has, 1 confess, impressed me more strongly in
| the earcer of this gallant captain in a foreign country
| than any which bas been alluded to. It is tue great mo-

invading army in a foreign country. He earried no de-
| vastation, no ruin; he sacked no villages, plundered no
| people; but cast over them the arm of his protestion
| wherever he went. When he seized their capital be es-
| tablishod & police Iaw which will impress itseif upon the
charucter of that nation forever hereaflter. 8o fur from
countenancing or permitting the least license in his sol- |
diers, in his officers, in the hangers-on of his entap, the
least violation of his striet orders in that respect was ex- |
| emplarily punished. The name of Scott will be trea- |
. sured up in Mexico by the patriots of that land, although
he was u conqueror. Sir, the great moral example whioh
he set the warll will cast more lustre upon the Amerionn
| name than the prowess of his arms.  And where does he
|stand !  Why, as has well been £aid by the very gallant
and distinguished Benator from lllinos who offered this
resolution, he Is the only one of all his colleagiaes whe
hos reeeived no recognition of his services in Mexico by

| ndditional military rank.
What, then, is it proposed to do* Simply to revive,

| compliment to Gen. Scott. So far as the Senate of the

distingnished general who has rendered services to the
country has been breveted; and why is i that this dis-
tinguished individual has not been breveted! Because
he alresay holds the highest office in the army, except
that held by the President, known to the laws of the
country. Weean confer no higher. There is no possible
chauce of conferring upon him & higher honor than the

that a mew
office should be created expressly to be conferred upon
him. Itis the precedent that I object to. 1 think that
by no means are the objections fallaciously made by my
friend from Wiscensin. It is true, as the honorable Sen-
ator from Virginia has said, that * nobility,” as known
in the Constitution, had reference to a particalar class of
known-titles ; but I think myself that the spirit of the
Constitution did contemplate that there should be no title,
eitiher military or otherwise, conferred as a mere distime-
tion, without referegce to the discharge of duties con.
nected with it. 1 thiuk the objeutions are well taken.
Mr. DOUGLAS, IfI were to consult my feelings alone
on this occasion I should wote for the ,inint resolution ;
but lpoking ot it a8 a question of practical legislation, 1
do not see that I can doso. It is evidently intended us a

United States can pay him s compliment, by expressing
ita approbation of his military conduct, its gratitude even,
for his services in the Mexican campaign, I would hear-
tily and cheerfully unite in the expression; but I think
that has already been done. If 1 mistake not, we have
already voted Gen. Scott o medal for his conduct.- We
bave already given him o vote of thanks for his services,
What bigher comrlimenl can we pay him? What higher
compliment has the Senate or the nation ever been able to
pay anyman? Was more than that done for the Father
of his Country? Was more done for George Washington,
in consideration of his services, than the expression of o
nation’s gratitude? No. 8o far as I am advised, no
man has ever proposed any thing in addition te that for
the services of Washington to his country.

The conferring the rank of lieutenant general upon
Gen. Waﬂhinflou is cited ns a precedent for this case. I
do not regard it us a precedent, nor do I regard it as an
act from which any suthority for this proposition can he
drawn. The point in that case was this: Gen. Washing-
ton biad retired from the army ; he was a private citizen;
it was apprehended that we were about to engage in a
war with Fronoe; it was the wish of the nation that
George Washington should be placed st the head of the
army, in order that he might conduct that war on our

art; the highest ranks in the army were then filled ; and
if he should be made a major general, the highest rank
then known to the army, he would still begranked by offi-
cers who held commissions of the same grade and of older
date. It war necessary, therefore, to croate n higher
rank, in order to enable Gen. Waskington to take the
command of the army ; in order to put him at its hend ;
in ordor that the country might avail iteelf of his invalu.
able services. For that reason the rank of lieutenant
general was created. It had no reference as & compli-
ment to Washington's past services. No compliment
could be paid him in that manoper. It was created with
referencs to the necessity for his future services. It was
with a view to the interests of his country, and to them
alone, that the office was then ereated, und that George
Washington was appointed to it. If, then, it ean be
shown that the interests of this country require that the
commanding officer shall have the rank of lieutenant gen-
eral, I am willing to vote for it.  And, sir, if the interests
of the army, if its legitimate organization, if its unseful-
neés require the office of lientenant general to exist, then
the law ought to be s permanent one, and should apply
to the future as well as to the present.

Mr. SHIELDS. 1 will state to my oolleagne the differ-
ence between the brevet rank nnd the positive rank. The
brevet rank is conferred for past services, the positive re- |
fers to future services,

Mr, DOUGLAS. 1 um very glad that my colloague has

| by brevet, an office which once existed. Whether it will
or will not earry with it additional emolument 1 do not
know, and should not inquire. 1 hope it may carry some
| sdditional emolument; beesuse that man who commands
| the nrmy, who is obliged, from the necessity of his posi-
| tion, to consider himsell the representative of the army
| at home and abrond, has expenses necessarily devolved
'upon him which he ought to have the means of dis-
{eharging. 1 have not inquired whether this brevet rank
| will or will not earry with it additional emolument,
| though I frust it may. I ehall be gratified with the pis-
| snge of the resolution, and I hope it will be the plessure
of the Sennto to pass it.
[ Mr. SHIELDS, [ desire to sny a word upon the point
suggested by the Benator. The bill is drawn in such a
shape that thero is no possibility of making this brevet
different from all other brovets which are conferred upon
other officers.
plies to the case of ather brevete. Whether the wificer
shall receive additional pay or not will depend upon the
discretion of the President ns to whether be will give him
| & command proportioned to the rauk,

It is precisely the same provision that np- '

eallud my attention to that distinction, heeanse I wish to
make a remark upon it. 1 am aware that it is usual to
confer a brevet rank upon no officer for past gallant ser-
vices. That practice has prevailed herctofore in this
eountry, and it is not my object now to ohject to it; but,

| & brevet rank for gallant services, it has nmover extended
it to the general-in-clief of the nrmy. And why? De-
cnuse it was not possible to extend it to him, He was st
the hemd, he wan at the top of the ealumn, There wns
| no higher point to which he could be raised, But, sir, if
| beeause the gencral-in-ohiel has distingnislied himsolf,
| and rendered valuable services, we are to hrevet him with
| the office of lieutonant genernl; when you have another
war, and your lieutenant general shall establish his title
to the gratitade of his country, you must ereate nvother
rank for him, and go on incrensing the rank with n new
title everygime tho incombent shall distingnish himself
| in the line of his profession ; and where is the vocabulary

subject of thia resolution.

that when & man was at the head of his profession there
was no further promotion—that he could mot go above
that point.

General Scott has all the honor now that he could have
if you created o new rank for him. He is now et the
head. If you muke a rank, and put him into it,
he is then only at the of the army. If you still make
another for his successor, you only put him at the head
of the army. Hence the point whieh I present is this:
Are you to ereate o new title for every mau at the head of
the army who performs valuable services ! —for certainly
it is only & mere name, and the name gets its yalue from
the fact that you have created a new title for him espe-
clally ; otherwise, the name of lieutenant general would
not be more valuable than that of major general. The
words imply, if you trauvslate them literally; that the

sent rank, A lieutenant would gseem to be lower than a
major ; but the value of the compliment gonsists in the
fact that you have created the office especially for him to
fill it. Now, if you set the example of creating a new
office for the general-in-chief every time that he performs
gullunt services, it would be offensive hereafter to re-
fuse to make a new title for the next man who distin-
guishes bimself as much as Gen, Scott bas done. It is
not offensive now to refuse to confer s higher rank upon
him. Why?! Because it was not done for the Father of
his Country. We are now called upon to depurt from the
example that was then set. We are now asked to do
more for a living general than the American people did
for him who led our armies through the baitles of the
Revolution.

Bir, my position is this. If you ask me to vote thanks to
Gen. Seott, I will vote them cheerfully. If you ask me
to vote him a sword, I will do it readily. IT you ask me
to vote him medal after medal, I will do it with all my
heart. And will you nsk any other expression of appro-
bation, of gratitude, of approval, in honor of the gallant
officer, which will be o safe precedent to be followed in
the future, and which may be applied with safety when
another cnse arises, I will cheerfully doit; but, sir, 1
cannot agree to establish the principle that o new office
must alwuys be created for the head of the army when he
peforms his duty, and thereby entitles him to our grati-
tude. It is with great reluctance that I am obliged to
differ from my colleague, and what I apprehend to be the
majority of the Senate, upon this question. It was not
my purpose to have said & word; but I have thought it
due to myself to explain the ground upon which [ shall
give my vote, in order that no inference may be drawn of
an unwillingness to vote whatever approbation may be
given of the conduct of Gen. Scott which would &till be a
safe precedent for the future. One word on another
point, and I have done.

1t has been intimated that the objeet is to increase the
emoluments that should be enjoyed by Gen. Scott. If
the Committee on Military Affairs are of the opinion that
his pay ns general-in-chief of the army was not enough
in time of war, let them report a bill, and I will vote for
the highest sum that they will propose. 1f they are of
opinion that his pay is not sufficient in time of peace, let
them bring forward a bill, and I will vote for the increase.
If his pay is not sufficient, we pught to inorease it. Ifhe
has not been adequately paid in money for his services
and his sacrifices, let us foot the bill atonce; but do it
by o direet money appropriation. Then, sir, when we
huve voted our thanks and our medals, and done all that
we can'do by way of compliment, and when we shall have
made him a pecuniary compensation at the highest point
which the Military Committee shall deem him entitled to,
1 know of nothing more that we can do without establish-
ing a precedent which I donot deem it safe to establish,

+ Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I shall have very great
pleasure in voting for this bill, which proposes to do honor
to a gallant soldier, & noble-hearted gentleman, and an
ardent patriot. I shall vote for it, sir, because I believe
he hus earned the distinction which it is the object of this
bill to confer upon him—earned it not by n mere dizcharge
of duty, but’earned it by showing himself in the service
of his country to be one of the most consummate generals
that the bistory of the world can produce; earned it by a
eampaign unrivalled in modern history, and perhaps in
ancient; earned it by a campaign contrived with the most
cousummate military skill, executed with the most fear-
less cournge and the most unerring accuracy ; earned it
by & campaign in the midst of a distant and conquered
people, where, from the nature of the case, his powers
were almost without limit, witheut the presentation of a
single incident in which, with his knowledge, with his
censent, or so far as his ability to prevent it extended, the
smallest wrong was done to the most humble and depend-
ent of his Mexican foes; earned it, sir, by showing that
war can be conduncted with the utmost bravery and gal-
lantry, that fortified places can be stormed and armies
defeated in the open field without surrendering the gene-
rous emotions that should belong to the heart of man;
and that the most perfect humanity, the most generous
and considerate pity, onn oecupy the same breast simul-
taneously with a courage which would do honor to the
masters of war in any age of the world ; earned it, sir, by
shedding from himself and the gallunt troops that he led,
and the noble officers who seconded his exertions, a lustre
upon the character of his own country which shall endare
forever; mnot that mere suspicicus, and sometimes un-
worthy, fame whish may spring from mere bravery sepa-
rated from what is otherwise noble and generous in the
human breast, but earned it by the union of every noble
and excellent quality which can excite the admiration
or demand the approbation of mankind; earned it, sir, be-
couse this last, this noble scene of his services in behalf
of his country is worthy ef every thing that has preceded
it in days that have gone hy. This last is but the Corin-
thian eapital which ecrowns the column. It is not an
adorned head surmounting a deformed and voornamented
shaft, but all is consistent and barmonious; and, Mr.
President, allow me to add, what in such a connexion
should never be forgotten, that over the character of this
distinguished military chief there is a purity of meral
virtue and exoellence, completing a pieture upon which
the heart of the patriot and the christian oan rest with
untiring and unalloyed eatisfaction. 8ir, he bas enrned
thia distinetion by remdering military services in the cause
of his eountry surpussed only by those of that man to whom
none is equal and none is second—he who led our fore-
futhers through the dreadful confliets of the revolutionary
struggle to an independence which they earned for us, and
which we now enjoy.

Mr. President, I did not expect to say one word on the
I had feit that it was sonroely
proper that gentlemen on this side of the chiamber should
say o word upon the subject. 1 have heard this matter
more than once discussed in the Senate, and I have re-
mained silent; but 1 now feel that there is nothing in the
circumstances of the case which should induce ms to with-
hold the expression of & sentiment which I deeply feel to-
wards one who, I am satisfied, nobly and richly deserves
it. And why, Mr President, should not this resolution
pasa? All admit the merits of the ohjeet whose promo-
tion to this additional rank is sought by it. Who, sir,
will it harm? Will it dlsplace any man from the just
rank which he has acquired ! Will it pluck a sprig of
laurel from any gallant brows that now wear a wreath !
Will it end the republican institutions under which
we live? Why, surely, Mr. President, all these questions
must be answered in the negative. Why, then, I re-
peat, should not this resolution pass and this brevet—
this complimentary rank—be conferred upon this distin.
guished general !

My friend from Illinois (Mr. Dovaras) says that he
stands prepared to give a vote of thanks. That has heen
slready done, and certainly it would be in exoeedingly
bad taste to repeat the thanks which have been once so-
lemnly given by the Congress of the United States. Hesays
that he stands ready to vote him n sword. A sword is not
the nppropriate complimentary tribute to be given to one of
his rank, Hesays that he is willing to vote him an increase
of pay, but he is not willing to give the President an op-
portunity to confer upon him a lientenantship by brevet. |
Why not? Isitany thing in the world but a distinetion
without a difference? He ia willing to honor Gen. Scott,
and the *“ brevet” will honor him. He is willing to in-
erease his pay, and the *‘brevet” will increase it. [e
is struck with thisdifficulty, that if we establish the prin.
ciple that every officer who does his duty is to receive a
brevet, we shall find ourselves inconveniently situated,
because we shall want ranks in the nrmy to supply the de-
mands made on us for this complimentary distingtion. 1
would say, Mr, President, that [ have no ides that a bre-
vet is ever bestowed upon an officer for o mere discharge
of his daty. If that were the case, permit me to say,
#ir, that the consequence would be that every officer who |
served in the Mexiean war, and who did not receive a bre- |
veot, would be stigmatized by the omission with the ne-
glect of duty. The brevet is conferred for extraordinary
and suoceasful services. Permit me to say that we may
safely leave the diffioulty that my friend from Illinois has
anggested to take care of itself in the time that will come
hereafter ; for he may rest assured that if brevets upon
the communders of armies are never conferred except on
those who shall achieve them by such n brilliant cam-
pnign ns celebrated the advance of Gen. Soott from Vera

office of lieutensut general is beneath Gen. Soott’s pre- |

dent to a t an officer to be commissioned as lieuten-
ant , and who should command all the armies of
the United Btates. He was made a lieutenant general,
and as lieutenant ge; was made commander.in-chief,
or rather the general.in-chief, the President himself be-
ing by the constitution techuically commander-in-chief.
1t was discovered, though, that by am oversight in mak-
ing Washington & lieutenant general they had really put
him in a lower grade than that which he had ﬁllody ur-
ing the revolutionary war, when he was u full general.
My friend from Illinois will put me right if T am mista-
ken in saying that he was n full general and commander
of all the forces; and at the very next session of Con.
gress, if my memory serves me rightly, an act of Con-
gress was passed correcting the mistake, and giving to
Wuhln:h‘:a the title of general.

Mr, CLAYTON, Will the gentleman allow me to state
that it is the act of the 8d of March, 17097 I have it
before me.

Mr, BADGER. Will my friend be "good enough to
read it?

Mr. CLAYTON. I will read the ninth section of the
nct, which is in these w 3

“Bec. & And bo it further enacted, That a commander of
tho army of the United States shull be appointed gnd eom-
migsioned by the style of * general of the urmics of We Unit-
ed States,’ and the present office und tithe of lisutenant ge-
neral shall thereafier be abolished.” *

Mr. BADGER. Allow me, Mr. President, to say one
word more ; and I will not weary the Senate. As has
been said by my noble friend from Illinois, who sits near
me, (Mr. SuieLps,) Gen. Scott is an old man. The sands
of his life are fast running sway, At no distant day, in
the ordinary course of human events, he will be no long-
er among us. Now, sir, if we feel, as all my friends on both
sides of the chamber have said, this rendy ncquiescence
in his merits, admiration of his services, and willingness
to do Jim  bonor, let us do him this honor. It may be
that 1¥is & bauble. It may be that it is but a feather.
Why, sir, we know that when we measure the value of
things by the highest standard all the distingtions of
earth dwindle into insignificance and vanish into worth-
lessness. De it a bauble or 4 feather, to a soldier’s heart
it is dearer than untold millions, And though 1 have
never exchanged a word with that gallant officer upon
the subject of this brevet, yet I have reason to kmow that
he would value it more and feel it more deeply than any
and every testimony of approbation which his country
has ever bestowed upon him, dearly as he values them all,
Let us now, while he is here, while he is among us, while
Providence gpares him to us, gild his deelining years with
this testimony which he values, When we can do it with-
out wrong or iujury to others, without interference with
our institations, without constituting any precedent, bad
‘or mischievous, let us honor him gracefully in the man-
ner that will be most acceptable to his feelings.

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 desire to say a word in reply to the

Beontor from North Carolina. It will be perceived, by
the reading of the act to bestow the office of lieutenant-
general upon George Washington, that that office was cre-
ated to enable Washington to enter the army in a rank
above others. That was the reason for the passage of
the law. Hence it was passed with reference to future
services. It then being discovered that the rank of lieu-
tenant general was below that which Gen. Washington
held while in command of the army of the Revolution,
the subhsequent act was passed to pat him on the same
footing which he occupiedp when he commanded the armies
of the Revolution, thus showing that the object was to
bring him into the army with the same rank in which he
had acquired all his glory. They did not increase his
runk sbove that of a general. There were many ranks
kuown to military history much higher than that of gene-
ral, and if the pbject of Congress had been to compliment
Gen. Washington by promoting him to s higher rank than
he formerly ocoupied, they would have made one higher
than that of general, instead of being contented with con-
ferring upon him the same old rank in which he had
served through the Revolution.
I make this explanation only to show that this country
did not deem it proper to inerease the rank of Gen. Wash-
ington in consequence of the services which he had ren-
dered. e having been the head of the army, that was
the highest runi which he could hold, and they contented
themselves with conferring upon him the same rank, in-
stend of creating a new title in the army.

Mr. CASS. 1 had no idea of entering into the discus-

sion of this matter, because 1 have already heretofore
given my views upon it tothe Senate. 1 desire, however,
to ask the Senator from Illinois (Mr. SmieLvs) whether
this is the same bill that passed the Senate at the lust
session ¢
Mr. SHIELDS. It is precisely, word for word.
Mr. CAS8. Then I shall vote for it, Mr. President.
But I want to say one or two words in reply to some re-
marks which have been made here. This Government
has adopted the practice of extending the reward of bre-
vet rank to military officers. We all know that it bas
been done ever since the foundation of the Government.
Every man acquainted with the military system knows it.
It is in full force, and now to refuse itrﬁa this case simply
on the grounds which have been urged to-day would be
a most invidious distinction. We have had some fine
views expressed about human nature—about the despica-
ble nature of gew-gaws, distinctions, and all that. a‘e!l.
sir, we have had presented to us a hurian nature of which
I knew nothing. We are all in search of distinction. We
do not come here for the compensation attached to our
offices #olely. We all seek such distinotion, from the
cradle to the grave; nnd I ask what your military estab-
lishment without it would be worth ¢ Not one cent. Tt
would be an srmed mob. What sends the officer and
soldier to the cannon’s mouth, and leads them to perform
the duties and actions which become n part of your his-
tory ! Their life is a life searching for distinction. I re-
peat, your military establishment would not be worth a
straw ; your officers would not be worth having if they
were not animated by that noble sentiment. It animates
us all, more or less, and it should do so. But beyond
that, it is this feeling, this desire for distinction, which
upholds the military code and militury establishment of
every mation, and has done since the first army went
forth to battle.

My honorablefriend from Ilinois (Mr. Dovaras) says that
you eannot give to Gen. Scott this brevetrank without ore-
ating a new rank. 1 would createn new rank. As to all that
hasbeen said about military offices being titles of nobility, I
have not a word to say, exoept that I have not heard the
shadow of an argament to establish the position. There was
u time when you had not a full major general in your army.
From the first year of the nocession of Jefferson to some-
thing like the year 1808 or 1809, when the army was in-
creased, Gen, Wilkinson, with the rank of brigndier gen-
eral, wans at the head of the army. Suppose Gen. Wilkin-
son had been placed at the bhead of the army, snd had
been sent to Mexico, and had carried on such & campaign
88 Gen. Seott did, should we be met with the objection
that we have no office of major general, and therefore to
confer the distinction upon him would be to ereate a rank
of nobility ? The argument would not be reeeived for &
moment. There is nothing in the rank of lieutenant gen-
eral, or in the duties of licutenant general, that takes it
out of the usunl class of military officers and duties,
Ranks are an ascending s 1ale, and necessarily so, in naval
und military establishments. Your 1 lieutenant on
the field of battle, if he is the highest officer able to com-
mand, would command the regiment, or brigade, or army ;
but that is no reason why you should trust such a com-
mand to o second lieutenant. You establish a series of
grades to give o man proper influence and proper means
of commnnd, that his authority, for the snke of the coun-
try, should be properly exercised. That is the object of
the regulation.

Now, then, there is nothing in the office of lieutenant
genernl that takes it out of this state of things. I'say,
as the honorable Senator from North Caroline (Mr. Bap-
Gun) has said better than I am able to do, to my honora-
ble friend from Iilineis, (Mr. Dovaras,) I trust this coun-
try never will be so bankrupt in ite power to reward ns
not to be capableof rewarding such high and gallant foats
ns those which were performed by our army in Mexico.
When such a case presents itself, we shall find in the pa-
tional uchmlner,—l do not mean the exchequer of cash,
but the exchequer of true gratitude and feeling—the
means of giving rewards. This is no common case. It is
not the case of & man who in battle meets the enemy and
behaves valinntly. It is the case of o high nud noble com-
mander who led our armies from Vern Cruz to Mexico,
nnd carried the standard of the country in triumph and
honor above difficulties, and dangers, nud opposition al-
most unprecedented since the earliest sges.  His name is
written in imperishuble shurncters upon the military his-
tory of the country, He has placed himself among the
great commanders of the age.  Ilis name will go down to
posuﬂtﬁ among those men whose names I need not re-
peat, who stand pre-eminently forward in the history of
the military world for the lust century. . Ie needs no
enlogium of mine. His best culogies are his own deeds
and the nffections of his country. That is all 1 have to
say on the suhject,

Mr. WALKER. The Senator from Michigan said that

Cruz to the city of Mexigo, centuries will probably pass

| while the law has recognised the propriety of eonferring | before we shall be made so poor in titles s not to be at |

liberty to ncknowledge them. Do not let us look so far
ahend. We have the case belore us, The compliment ia |
deserved, richly and eminently deserved. We bave the |
menns of paying it. Do not tell us that the generosity of
the nation may in time bhecome bankrupt, and therefore
we shall refuse to honor the just claims upon it now.

Mr. I‘ren‘lmt. I bave been tempted into these remarks,
I rose mniuly for the purposeof making an explanation |
in respect to the lieutenant goueralship coafcmgnn Gen, |
| George \Yanhinﬁtnn‘ My impression is that gentiemen |
| are mistaken. The title was ngt conferred on General
Washington for the purpose of preventing him from he- |
ing out-ranked. At the time of our diffioulties with

which will furnish titles enough, in all time to come, to
make # new rank esch time that s man performs gallant
services! We bave Leretofore noted upon the principle

France—the quasi war, ns it was ealled—apon the re.
commendation of Mr. Adams, thon President of the Ugi-

ted States, o bill was passed which authorized the Presi- |

he had heard nothing which appeared to him like even
the shadow of an argument showing the unconstitution-
wlity of the proposition now before the Senate.

Mr. CASS, 1 said that I had heard nothing to'show
that a military title was a title of nobility.

Mr. WALKER. That is what the Senator says now ;
that is what Lie meant, [ listened to the argument of the
Sonator from 1llinois, (Mr. Dovanas, ) and I thought that
in what he said there was something which appenred to
bo not only o shadow, but the most material substance,
The honorable Senator from Michigan is complimentary !
He says he has heard nothing like the shadow of an nrgu-
ment in support of the constitutionnl ohjection. If 1 had,
made that remark in regard to the argument of the hon-
orable Henators on the other side of the question, it
might have been attributed either to the real weakness
of the argument or to my obtuseness in not perceiving
its force. .

when L used the phrase ** shadow of an argument” 1 did
rot do so in & genersl sense, but simply as to one point;
I used it in emeotothaqucrn&atsmlm
title is o title of nobility. 1t was to that that I con

the remark, I intended no invidious allusion to uny

gentleman. : . \
Mr. WALKER, I attempted, in my humble place td)
answer that point when made by the Senator from Illi-
nois, who introduced the resolution. He had asked, in re-
ply to me, if there was not a distinction between a title of
nobility and any title or office which at prescat exists in
the srmy, and Lo instanced the title of eaptain, major,
colonel, und wajor-general, 1 replied to that, and admit-
ted that when duty is imposed there must be some term
or desi applicuble to the persen who discharges
that duty. I then sadded, as I believe prudently, if
Senator could point out any duty to be associated wi
the style or title which $his resolution proposes to be-
stow ! 1 hnve not yet heard an answer to that question,

to be conferred by the resolution. I also stated, and so
did the Senator from Ilinols, (Mr. Dovaras,) that ic was
not in my power to determine what style or title should
be bestowed upun the man who may hereafier equal Gen.
Scott or Gen. Washington, if any equnl them. The
Senator from Michigan says that when the ocoasion shall
arise the exchequer of the nation's gratitede may be

ward to be bestowed! What is implied in that term ?
That we shall go on from step to step, from one to ano-
ther, until finully we shall have to adopt what is not on!ly
seemingly an infraction of the constitutipn, but -
festly a direct violation of it, in bestowing what is known
to be a distinotion, a title of nobility.

What is the spirit of & title of nnbﬂit{!? It is » mork,
an uppellation, a style,"or title, which Is merely eompli-
mentary, merely titular, and which particularly sots an
individusl apart as one distinguished ahove his fellow-
men for something which be has done. Will the Benator
venture to go on further, from person to person, from de-
gree to degree of service, until he shall have reached that
point? 1f he is not willing to do that, let me say that he
is now, in my opinion, about to take the first step of de-
parture fram the Constitution. Whether he does or does
not perceive the force of the constitutional ohjection, he
is now taking the first step in this degree to confer atitle
of preferment upon an individual unassociated with any
demand upon him for service.

Perhaps it may be inferred by some that those who
make opposition to the resolution would disparage the
character of Gen. Scott for his military services, Far be
any such design from us. The man who will not acknow-
ledge in Gen. Scott the highest degree of eminence as o
military man must either not have read and studied his-
tory, and the very modern history of the country, or he
'Inn:'it ihave been unable to appreciate it when he did
read it

_ 8ir, there were circumstances associated with the Mex-
iean war which, in some respects, place Geoe. Scott pre-
eminently above all other military men. Dut is this s
reason why I should confer on him a mere title of dis-
tinction, unassocinted with duty? Take the caso of the
attack upon the city of Mexico. In the first attack, the
American army, under Gen. Scott—a little army of less
than nine thousand men—was before a city with a popu-
lation of more than sixty thousand, and with an armed
force of twenty-five thousaud to defend it. The Ameri-
cans fought the opposing army; they vanquished the foe.
The foe were retreating ; they were enteriug the gates of
the city, erying that the Americans were upon them. It
would then have been easy for our army, in the flush of
ita excitement and exhilaration of spirit, impelled by
feelings of ambition, actuated by the events of the mo-
-ment, to rush in and take the city, and put an end to the
matter. But was that done? No. If that had been
done it might have been attributed to the exhilaration
of spirit natural to military men under such circum-
stances ; but it was not done. There was a stop, an ar-
mistice. The armistice existed for days. In the mean
time the enemy within the walls were arming; even the
citizens themselves took up arms to resist the final and
ultimate attack anticipated. The fact is, I believe that
the armistice was sought, on the part of Santa Anna, to
enable bis forces to render themselves as strong as possi-
ble. The Americans sat quietly down; their blood cooled ;
snd g0 they remained until the armistice was at an end.
There is & moral sssociated with the uprisivg of that
little army with mighty odds against them which, I think,
is unprecedented in the annals of warfare. They rose;
they resolved to take the city, though it contained a po-
pulation of sixty thousand and an armed force of twenty-
five thousand within its walls; and, without excitement,
by the mere exercise of cool and deliberate courage, they
warched forward and took it. When within its walls it
was found that the streets were barricaded and fortified
by batteries of cannon, and that the immediate thorough-
fare to the citadel could not be travelled ; and Gen. Scott
and his army turned aside ; they forced their way throngh
solid walls and blocks of buildings until they reached a
point where they could actually command the city.

Never before in the history of warfare, in my opinion,
was there such a feat accomplished with so much cool
blood and courage. And standiog above all, and com-
manding all in that transaction, was the man whom it is
now proposed to honor. Sir, il| in my view of the Con-
stitution, it were in my power, I would bestow the high-
est possible honor upon him. But I really think that this
resolution is & departure from the Constitution; and be-
lieving so, I eannot vote for it. It proposes to confer a
mere titular honor, infringing the spirit of the Constitu-
tion, which prohibits the bestowal of titles of nobility, and
fur that [ eannot vote.

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, for a period of five
years, in five consecutive sessions of the Senate of the
United States, the proposition has been submitted to anu-
thorize the Presicent of the United States to confer the
rank of brevet lieutenant general upon the commander of
the American army in the late war with Mexico. Cir-
cumstances in the condition of the country have prevent-
ed, on sll those occasions, that dispassionate considera-
tion which should have been given to the subject. This
is u time of peace and of tical harmony throughout
the courdtry. It is & time when the country is ready and
willing to see such honor bestowed upon this venerable
genernl as he truly deserves. I have seen vothing more
gratifying since I have been in this place thun the very
gencral disposition which is manifested on the other side
of the chamber to receive this proposition, to consider it,
to weigh it carefully, sod to give s final and just decision
upon it. I am counvinced, sir, that every word that has
been said by every Senator who has given his testimony
to the character of Gen. Scott as a soldier, ns a civilian,
as o patriot, and a8 a christian, was sincerely spoken;
and 1 do most fully believe that the Senntors who oppose
the proposition oppose it conscientiously upon thegrounds
which they state, and upon couvictions of public duty
which they have adopted, and not from any opposition to
the distinguished citizen.

Mr. President, what reason can be given wh& the pro-
position shall not be adopted? It is said by the gentle-
man who last addressed the Senate that it is ﬁwmg
to confer a brevet. miti rank, which is equivalent to
conferring a title of nobility, and that it is therefore, in
#pirit at lenst, a violation of the Constitution. It scems
to me, sir, that if there s any violation of 1he Constitu-
tion in this mensure, the Constitution has been violated
and wounded every year for the last fifty years, every
year since it was establisied. An army, ns organized,
has various ranks, various ascending grades of office.
The first which needs to be noticed ia the rank of cadet,
and the lnst and highest is that of commander-in-chief.
In the very first step of the orgenization of our army we
appoint ondets, who serve a certain period to qualify
emselves for filling placos in the army of the United
States. When they have done that, and lave scquired
the education necessary to fit them for active servioe, the
very first thing we do, if there is a vacancy in the rank
above them, is to promote them to tha! vasancy. The
next rank is that of second lieutenant; Lut iuasmuch as
the office of second lientenant is generally filied, we re-
sort, and bave resorted from the earliest adoption of our
military organization, to the practice of promoting the
endet to the office of second lieutenant by brevet.  And 8o,
when the second licutenant has performed hix duties
faithfully, and bas distinguished himself, we promote him,
if there is & vacancy, to s higher place. 11 there be no
vacanoy in the rank above him, we confer upon him the
office of first lieutenant by brevet.  Boit is with regard to
the offices of captain, major, colonel, brigadier general,
and every officer of every grade. He nchioves, and wins,
and receives, in consideration of the distinguished ser-
vices hie has rendered to his country, absolure promotion,
if it be in our power to promote him, and if not, he re-
ceives such n promotion ns we can give, viz. promotion
by brevet,  That is to say, we give him the brevet place
now, which will entitle him to the place fully when s va-
vancy shall happen. 2 .
If, then, there is any violation of the constitution im
making n major general a lieutenant. general by brevét,
there is no more than there s in making o seoond lieu-
teuant o first llumt ::'.,“"m by brevet. The prin-
ciple is the same ughou ;

'} do not intend to say a word upon the general rubjeck
of the ground upon which this honor should be bestowed
upon the gallant goldier for whom it is intended; but I
will say that there are circumstances in the oase which
require that the honor, if itis ever to be conferred, should
be conferred mow. Gentlemen have alluded to the claims
whioh have been established by this distingaished com-
to regeive this honor at the hands of hiscountry
by his services in the Mexioan war., It is traly said by
the honorable HSenator from North Carolina that those
gorvicos were only the espital placed on the top of the
ecolumn, We have onlyto go back and remember that
when he was a stripling, o youth, he entered the service
of his country ns & voluoteer and obtained a commission

in the war with Grest, Britain in 1812, We find hig

Mr. CASS. T wish to say to the honorable Stnator that

I have not heard it alleged that there is any duty to be
associated or counected with the title or style proposed |-

safely drawn upon for the reward to be bestowed, Re- ‘ '
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